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Ambassadors and other diplomatic officers.
It has long been recognized that the representatives in this immunity
country of a sovereign State are sent on the faith that they shall made10"
have the same immunity from adverse jurisdiction as the sove- °fficers
reign power whom they represent.1 The Diplomatic Privileges
Act, iyo8,2 which is declaratory though not exhaustive of
the common law,3 provides in accordance with this principle
that an ambassador accredited to this country cannot be sued
against his will. He is exempt froift civil and criminal liability.
This immunity is shared by his personal family, i.e. by his
wife and children if still under his parental control,4 and by
his diplomatic family, as it is sometimes called, namely, his
counsellors, secretaries, clerks and domestic servants.5 A consul
is not a diplomatic envoy and is immune from jurisdiction only
to a limited extent. His archives and the official papers kept at
the consulate are inviolable and he is not liable either to civil or
criminal proceedings for acts performed in his official capacity
and falling within the functions of a consular officer. In contrast
to a diplomatic officer, however, he is liable in respect of his
private transactions.6 This disparity, now that certain countries
such as the United States of America have amalgamated their
diplomatic and consular services, is calculated to cause em-
barrassment.7
The immunity is absolute in the case of an ambassador or pub-
lic minister and his family and remains effective even though he
engages in private trading, but it does not extend to the servants
of the Embassy so far as they engage in trading transactions.8
A diplomatic officer may waive his privilege, but he can do Diplomatic
this effectively only if he has full knowledge of his rights, and S*ay
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